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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant argues: 

Strubbe does not teach a video clip corresponding to a program scheduled for future broadcast 
and said clip is not displayed upon selection of listing from guide. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Reading the claims in the broadest sense, Strubbe does 
teach a video clip corresponding to a program scheduled for future broadcast and said clip is not 
displayed upon selection of listing from guide. Applicant is reminded that although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the 
claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988, F.2d 1181,26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The program 
is selected from Future programs for recording or selecting ("to be recorded, if not watched", 
Strubbe, col. 5, II. 55-67). And, the program is displayed upon selection of the listing from the 
guide, (see Strubbe, col. 5, II. 1-20). 



Application/Control Number: 10/753,090 
Art Unit: 2623 



Page 3 



Any such portion of broadcast programming is simply not a video clip corresponding to a 
program. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. A video clip is shown to be a preview of a TV 
program in [0015] of the instant application. The visual message detailed in Strubbe (see col. 6, 
II. 25-50) is exactly that, a preview of a future TV programming before viewing commences and 
therefore reads upon the limitation. 

Strubbe's reminder message for a particular program is activated by pressing a "Channel 
B" button... 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees with the Applicant's analysis of the Strubbe 
invention. There is no "navigating away" from the listings. There is an identification function for 
the toggle feature of the reminder clip, which is not relevant if the future broadcast program has 
been selected for viewing or recording (see Strubbe, col. 5, 1. 20-col. 6, 1. 25). 

Strubbe's "frozen" PIP representation of a scene does not suggest or show displaying a 
video clip upon selection of a listing... 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. As noted in the Applicant's remarks, 4/4/08, page 
14, the frozen clip is a PIP representation (as is the video clip as defined in instant application 
[0015]). As noted this is an additional means to identify a particular program (future program) 
from the listing (See Strubbe, col. 5, II. 20-36). Therefore, reading on the claim limitations. 
Ullrich does not show or suggest "displaying a video clip upon selection ..." 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Ullrich does suggest "displaying a video clip upon 
selection..." (see Ullrich, col. 6, 1. 25-col. 8, 1. 49). In fact, that is what his illustration of exhibitions 
of programs represents (see Ullrich, col. 8, II. 34-49). 

Ullrich is silent on exactly when and how the ordered program is displayed. 
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The Examiner respectfully disagrees. The Ullrich exposition on ordering a program (e.g., 
see beginning of explanation on Ullrich, col. 6, II. 23-30) does show how the program is displayed, 
there is preview. Therefore, the Ullrich invention does read on the claimed instant invention. 

The Applicant's arguments have been fully considered and are not persuasive. Claims 2- 
13 remain rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 2 - 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Strubbe et al. (US 5 
047 867). 

As to claim 2, Strubbe discloses a system for displaying a video clip for a television 
program upon viewer selection of a corresponding television program listing from a television 
program guide displayed on a display screen, comprising (see Strubbe, col. 3, I. 30-col. 5, I. 40): 

means for displaying the television program guide on the display screen (see Strubbe, col. 3, II. 
24-45 and col. 4, II. 5-1 1 , and figs 1 0-12, 14); 



Application/Control Number: 10/753,090 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2623 

means for allowing a viewer to select a television program listing from the television program 
guide, the television program listing corresponding to a program that is scheduled for future 
broadcast (see Strubbe, col. 4, II. 39-46 and col. 7, 1. 63-col. 8, I. 7, Reading the claims in the 
broadest sense, Strubbe does teach a video clip corresponding to a program scheduled for future 
broadcast and said clip is not displayed upon selection of listing from guide. Applicant is 
reminded that although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988, F.2d 1181,26 USPQ2d 
1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The program is selected from Future programs for recording or selecting 
("to be recorded, if not watched", Strubbe, col. 5, II. 55-67). And, the program is displayed upon 
selection of the listing from the guide, (see Strubbe, col. 5, II. 1-20). 

The visual message detailed in Strubbe (see col. 6, II. 25-50) is exactly that, a preview of 
a future TV programming before viewing commences and therefore reads upon the limitation. 

the frozen clip is a PIP representation (as is the video clip as defined in instant 
application [0015]). As noted this is an additional means to identify a particular program (future 
program) from the listing (See Strubbe, col. 5, II. 20-36). Therefore, reading on the claim 
limitations); 

and means for displaying a video clip on the display screen upon selection of the television 
program listing from the television program guide (see Strubbe, col. 5, II. 30-36 and col. 6, II. 45- 
50, Reading the claims in the broadest sense, Strubbe does teach a video clip corresponding to a 
program scheduled for future broadcast and said clip is not displayed upon selection of listing 
from guide. Applicant is reminded that although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988, F.2d 1181,26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The program is selected from Future 
programs for recording or selecting ("to be recorded, if not watched", Strubbe, col. 5, II. 55-67). 
And, the program is displayed upon selection of the listing from the guide, (see Strubbe, col. 5, II. 
1-20). 
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The visual message detailed in Strubbe (see col. 6, II. 25-50) is exactly that, a preview of 
a future TV programming before viewing commences and therefore reads upon the limitation. 

the frozen clip is a PIP representation (as is the video clip as defined in instant application 
[0015]). As noted this is an additional means to identify a particular program (future program) 
from the listing (See Strubbe, col. 5, II. 20-36). Therefore, reading on the claim limitations). 

As to claim 3, Strubbe discloses the system of claim 2 further comprising means for 
displaying a written description corresponding to the selected television program listing (see figs. 
6 and col. 5, II. 20-33). 

As to claim 4, Strubbe discloses the system of claim 2 further comprising means for 
sequencing through time slots in the television program guide (see figs. 8 and col. 6, II. 25-37). 

As to claim 5, Strubbe discloses the system of claim 2 wherein the means for allowing a 
user to select a television program listing from the television program guide comprises means for 
allowing the user to position an on-screen cursor on the television program listing (see Strubbe, 
figs. 6 and col. 5, II. 40-47, toggling segment highlighted is "cursor" action). 

As to claim 6, Strubbe discloses the system of claim 2 further comprising means for 
retrieving the video clip corresponding to the selected television program listing upon selection of 
the television program listing from the television program guide (see Strubbe, col. 5, II. 30-36 and 
col. 6, II. 42-49 and fig. 3, PIP button on remote, fig. 6 PIP on screen). 

As to claim 7, Strubbe discloses the system of claim 2 wherein the means for displaying 
the television program guide comprises means for displaying the television program guide 
comprising a plurality of television program listings (see figs. 6 and col. 4, II. 1-47). 
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As to claims 8-13, claims 8-13 recites a method but are otherwise similar to claims 2-7, 
respectively, therefore, claims 8-13 are analyzed similarly to claims 2-7, respectively (see above). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2-4, 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ullrich et al. 
(US 5 583 937) and Strubbe et al. (US 5 047 867). 

As to claim 2, Ullrich discloses a system for displaying a video clip for a television 
program upon viewer selection of a corresponding television program listing from a television 
program guide displayed on a display screen, comprising (see Ullrich, fig. 1): 

means for displaying the television program guide on the display screen (see Ullrich, fig. 1 , within 
36 is a TV, col. 5 II. 4-9); 

means for allowing a viewer to select a television program listing from the television program 
guide (see Ullrich, figs. 3 and 4, and col. 6, II. 23-30); 

and means for displaying a video clip corresponding to the selected television program listing on 
the display screen upon selection of the television program listing from the television program 
guide (see Ullrich, figs. 3 and 4, and col. 6, II. 23-30); 

Ullrich does suggest " displaying a video clip upon selection..." (see Ullrich, col. 6, 1. 25-col. 8, 1. 
49). In fact, that is what his illustration of exhibitions of programs represents (see Ullrich, col. 8, II. 
34-49); 
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however, the Ullrich reference is further supported with the combination of the Strubbe 
reference. Strubbe, who teaches an interface for a TV system does teach a displaying of video 
clip upon selection of a program from a guide listing: 

means for allowing a viewer to select a television program listing from the television program 
guide, the television program listing corresponding to a program that is scheduled for future 
broadcast (see Strubbe, col. 4, II. 39-46 and col. 7, I. 63-col. 8, I. 7, Reading the claims in the 
broadest sense, Strubbe does teach a video clip corresponding to a program scheduled for future 
broadcast and said clip is not displayed upon selection of listing from guide. Applicant is 
reminded that although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988, F.2d 1181,26 USPQ2d 
1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The program is selected from Future programs for recording or selecting 
("to be recorded, if not watched", Strubbe, col. 5, II. 55-67). And, the program is displayed upon 
selection of the listing from the guide, (see Strubbe, col. 5, II. 1-20). 

The visual message detailed in Strubbe (see col. 6, II. 25-50) is exactly that, a preview of 
a future TV programming before viewing commences and therefore reads upon the limitation. 

the frozen clip is a PIP representation (as is the video clip as defined in instant 
application [0015]). As noted this is an additional means to identify a particular program (future 
program) from the listing (See Strubbe, col. 5, II. 20-36). Therefore, reading on the claim 
limitations); 

and means for displaying a video clip on the display screen upon selection of the television 
program listing from the television program guide (see Strubbe, col. 5, II. 30-36 and col. 6, II. 45- 
50, Reading the claims in the broadest sense, Strubbe does teach a video clip corresponding to a 
program scheduled for future broadcast and said clip is not displayed upon selection of listing 
from guide. Applicant is reminded that although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
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Geuns, 988, F.2d 1181,26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The program is selected from Future 
programs for recording or selecting ("to be recorded, if not watched", Strubbe, col. 5, II. 55-67). 
And, the program is displayed upon selection of the listing from the guide, (see Strubbe, col. 5, II. 
1-20). 

The visual message detailed in Strubbe (see col. 6, II. 25-50) is exactly that, a preview of 
a future TV programming before viewing commences and therefore reads upon the limitation. 

the frozen clip is a PIP representation (as is the video clip as defined in instant application 
[0015]). As noted this is an additional means to identify a particular program (future program) 
from the listing (See Strubbe, col. 5, II. 20-36). Therefore, reading on the claim limitations). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the system of Ullrich with the system of Strubbe in order to 
present to the user future programming with the option to act on said programming (e.g., watch or 
record) as well as allow the viewer a visual indicator of the programming content (see Strubbe, 
fig. 6-8) (see Strubbe, col. 1, II. 35-42). 

As to claim 8, claim 8 is similar to claim 2 and therefore analyzed like claim 2 
(see claim 2, Ullrich above). 

As to claim 3, Ullrich discloses the system of claim 2 further comprising means for 
displaying a written description corresponding to the selected television program listing. 

Ullrich does not explicitly teach a written description; however in view of the fact that the 
character generator can be used to generate any textual information and that the menu is 
displayed to inform the viewer, 

it therefore, would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to give a brief description of the programming thereby giving the viewer a 
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better indication of what the programming is, in order to encourage selection of the promotional 
video. 

As to claim 9, claim 9 is similar to claim 3 and therefore is analyzed similarly (see Ullrich, 
elm 3 above). 

As to claim 4, Ullrich discloses the system of claim 2 further comprising means for 
sequencing through time slots in the television program guide (see Ullrich, col. 5, II. 4-8 and col. 
6, II. 27-31 for menu of available programs (channels) and show times and the ordering allows 
choice of different programs, hence sequencing through time to preview programs is available). 

As to claim 10, claim 10 is similar to claim 4 and therefore is analyzed similarly (see 
Ullrich, elm 4 above). 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the 
date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Inquiries 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Paul J. Graham whose telephone number is 571-270-1705. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00a-5:00p EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Vivek Srivastava can be reached on 571-272-7304. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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